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Melanie Teague.
1102 22™ St. Unit 606
Hickory. NC 28601

Renata Hesse

Trial Attomney

Antitrust Division
Depariment of Justice

601 D Stieet Nw, Suire 1200
washington, DC 20530

Deatr Atfomey Hesse,

The proposed settiement In the U.S. v. Microsott case IS clearly a compromise
mecauso it does not completely sattsty Microsoft or ts comnpetitors. i support the
seftiernent because it attempts 10 reach a middie grouna fof bom sides and will
uffimately beneft consumers, the tachnology industry and the economy.

End users will be guaranteed fliexibility because New Microsot opeiating systems
will have @ mechanism that gllows them 1o femove of 1e-enable middleware products
such 3 e Infernet browset, amail utiliies and messaging to0ls. Computer
manufacturers wiil have flexility because Microsott will not be aliowed to penaiize
them for dishibuting software that competes with Microsoft.

The setfiement also allows a Yechnical Commiiftee 10 respond quickly 10 -
complaints alout Microsott's compliance. Microsoft competitors have other benetits
as @ result of 1his setlement. ttis ime 10 reach an agreement and allow e
tsechnology industry to get back 1o developing new products and oncouloging
innovation that will simuiate the aconomy.

Sincerely,

: \(JZJM gj fﬂ—%«&

Melonie Teogue
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